


The EXAMINER. 











From Chursvap October 19, to Chursdap Oéfober 26. 1710. 











EEE B52 EY 


Regum timendorum im proprios Greges, 
Reges in ipfos Imperium eft Jovis. Hor. 





HE Principle of Non-Refiftance, has of 
late been fo much Condemn’d, Curs’d, 
Exploded and Ridicul’d ; that there is 
no doubt but the Minds of many, even 
well-meaning Perfons , are fufficiently 
prepofie(s’d againft ir. To obviate therefore, or re- 
move all fuch Prejudices ; I declare before-hand, that I 
am a fincere Enemy to the Pretender, to Popery and Ar- 
bitrary Power,and that I am zealoufly Affected to Her 
Majefty, and the moft Illuftrious Houle of Hannover. 
Then 1 queftion not but I ftiall make ict appear, before 
Ihave done, that the Docirine of Non-Re/iftance is 
entirely confiftent with the Liberty of a free People ; 
nay, that it tends to the Security of it, much more 
than the contrary SAN: ; that it is neither a DAM- 
NABLE, nor a SLAV SH Doctrine ; that it is true 
in it Jelf, and beneficial in its Confequences ; that it 
is the greateft fupport of our prefent happy Eftablithe 
fhent ;, and fo far from being likely to bring in the 
Pretender, that it is the beft means in the World to 
keep bim out. But before we confider the good Effeds, 
let us enquire into the Truth of ir. 

After all chat has been faid by Mr- Headly and others ; 
according ta the Doctrine of Re/iftance, the very No- 
tion of Government feems to me unintelligible: The 
Subjects are the Governours, and the Goyernours are 
the Subjects ; or to fpeak more ftrictly, there is no 
fuch thing as any Government in the World. For if 
there be not an irrefiftible Power fomewhere or other, 
fome {apreme Authority which muft at laft' be abfo- 
lutely fubmitted to ; the whole Scheme of Govern- 
ment is Airy and Fantaftical, and has no Foundation 
to reft upon. As the Proceedings of Law in the 
Courts of Juftice, would be abfurd in themfelves, and 
no bettér than ah endlefS running round in a Circle; 
were there not fome ultimate Refort, fome decifive 
Sentence, from which no Appeal is to be admitted. 
That Queftion, Who fhall be Fudge? Is ftill.a good 

tion ; and has never yet been anfwer'd to my Sa- 
tisfaction Nor dol perceive the Ability, and much 
lefs the Authority of the People in determining when 
their Governours act contrary to the end of their In- 
"As ro the one great Cafe of certain, unavoidable Ra- 
in tothe Publick; and Self-Defence upon fuch a Sup- 
pohtion { I think the Words Certain, Unavoidable. and 
Ruin, are all chree of them us'd im a very dark Signi- 
ion. Certain Ruin indeed to a particular Perfon, 

rea be very plain; becaufe his Life may be beyond a2 
doube fo Affaulted, that.without-Refiftance,-he muft 
inevitably Perifh ; and then the great Law of Self- 
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Defence will, and may take place. Nay, fhould a 
Tyrant fend an Officer to take away the Life of an 
innocent Perfon 3 I believe the moft judicious Defen- 
ders of Non-Refiftance will acknowledge, that the 
Perfon fo Affaulted would not commit any Sin, 
fhould he defend himfelf, and, if nothing elfe would 
do, killthe Affailant. Indeed, thould a King Him 
Self, or a Father, make fuch an Attempr upon a Man; 
I think all that is allow’d tothat Man, is to defend 
himfelf as far as he is able, without killing the Ag- 
greffor. But the Cafe above-mention'd is widely dif- 
ferent, in which the Perfon of the Prince is not con- 
cern’d: And in fuch a Cafe, I fay, a Man would not 
commit a Sin by oppofing, nor even by killing the 
Affailant, if it were neceffary for his own Prefervati- 
on, Orif it were any Sin, it would be of fuch a 
Nature, that it would undoubtedly find an eafy Par- 
don. Life is fo dear to us, and to endeavaur to pre- 
Serve it, is fo natural ; that we move almoft Mechani- 
cally, and without any Thought, to defend ir: And 
it is either Lawful or Excufable, even to take away 
the Life of another, if it be the only way to preferve 
ourown, when it is unjuftly or unreafonably Affaulr- 
ed. Except, when the Perfon of our Prince or Pa- 
rent is concern'd, if that Cafe be to be excepted. 
For even in that Cafe, confidering the birry and cone 
fufion of Thought, which a Man in fuch Circam- 
ftances generally labours under, it may perhaps be 
fometimes Excufable, tho never Lawful. 

, But what is all this to the People’s rifing up in 
Arm, by an Act of publick Refiftance againft their 
Governours, in a pretended or even real Defence of 
the common Good ; efpecially if it be to depofe thofe 
Governors, or vacate their Authority ? Is this fuch 
a Self-defence:as that above-mention’d, or any thing 
like it? Ae not the Cafes toro cele different? And 
is there fo much as any rolerable arguing from the 
one to the other ? \In the latter of them, the thing is 
of a far more complicated Nature than in the former ¢ 
for publick Good is not near fo fimple an Idea as a 
Man's Life; the Refiftance is entirely of another Kind ; 
the Action is cool, deliberate, and confulted; the Dan- 
er is Jef important 'to every Individual, and cannot 
near {0 immanent ; nor can the Liberties or Laws 

of the Publick ever be in fo apparent Peril, as the Life 
of a particular Perfon. 1 grant indeed the Law of 
Self-Defence: to be a very weighty Confideration; 
and ‘tis farely abfurd to argue againft ir, Bur then, to 
talk of the certain Ruin of a Kingdom or Common- 


" wealth, which Ruin is of fo complex a Nature, and 


to which fo many different Circumftances muft con- 
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cur, before it can poffibly be effected, and which, after 
all, cannot be fo dreadful to particular Perfons as the 
Lofs of their Lives ; fince, if they think and act like Men 
and Chriftians, they may live softrably, if not com- 
fortably, after the Pablick is foruin'd, as fome love 
to fpeak : I fay, to talk of fuch a Ruin, as if it were 
as clear and undoubted as the Danger of 2 Man who 
has a Piftol prefented to his Head, of a Knife to his 
Throat, and were of as great Moment to him, as the 
Lofs of his Life ; and then upon that Bottom, to 
urge the great Law of Self-defence, feems to me to be 
perfectly groundlefs and irrational. And this I take 
to be one fundamental Fallacy in Mr. Hoadly's Rea- 
foning. 

aauhee of them, I think, is that precarious Prin- 
ciple of his, That the Goad of the People # the ONLY 
End of Government. This be all along takes for 
granted ; and yet Jam much miftaken, if I cannot 
prove chat it ts abfolurely groundiefs: And then his 
whole Scheme is entirely unravel'd. I he 
That the Gocd of the People is ONE great End of Go- 
vernment, propos’d by God himfelf ; and thar Princes 
were never defign’d by him to enflave their Subjects, 
but to protect and defend them 3 to ftudy their Hap- 
pinefs, and to confult the publick Incereft far more 
than their own Glory and Greatnefs, But that this is 
the only End of their Inftirution, I utrerly deny ; and 
if I am ask’d what other End of it can be affignd ? 
I aniwer, The Recognizing of God's Authority, and 
acknowledging bim to be the fupreme uncontrollable Go- 
wernor of the World. That we thould recognize his 
Sovereigoty, and that he fhould require ic of us as 
Dury ; is, I think, extremely rational, and even ne- 
ceflary to juppofe. But we cannot'doir, we are not 
capable of doing it by any other A@ion, than by an 
abfolute Submitiion co earthly Governors, who have 
hy Autbority delegated tothem. Then, if we con- 
Pult the Scriptures what is the Meaning of thofe Ex- 
prefiions concerning the Lord’s Anointed, and the Sa- 
credneis of his Office, a fucb ; if a Submffion to the 
Authority of God be not one End of ‘his Inftiration, 
befides that which relates to the Good of the 
gy EPAPER, Nigh ertee: 

And now, fv ag a Prince does, the Tenor 
of his AGtions, comradiG& one End of Sasethiner, 
the Good of the People 3 yer the otber End of Govern- 
ment, the Acknowledging God's fupreme Authority, 18 
not thereby cancell’d or deftroy’d. This laft men- 
tion’d, is wholly difterear from the former, and may 
be contradiftinguifh'd to it 3 infommuch, thas tho’ a 
Prince may act contrary to thet, “tis impoffible he 
fhould act contrary to this. He may at contrary to 
the Good of the People; but let bim do what he 
will, how can be be faid to act contrary co the Peo- 

le’s Duty of fubmitting ro the Authority of God? 
Tofay, That the Duty of Submiffion co the Prince, 
is wholly founded upon his endeavouring to promote 
the publick Good ; and that when he does 4 se 
God's Authority is not iz'd by a Submiffion to 
i the Queftion, and fuppofe the Thi 
Ic is plain from Reafon 


him}; is to 





over the Lives a 

have not over their own Lives ; 

tainly can delegate a Power to another, which 
has not himfelf. I know much has i 
validate this Argument ; and it has i 
firft place, That a Man has fo far a Right to di 
of his own Life, as to lay it down for the G 

the Publick. In the next >» That behas a Right 
to defend himfelf againft Violence, even 4 taking 
away the Life of the Affailant: Both which Rights he 
may make over to another. To the former Affertion 
it may be anfwer’d, either that what is affirm’d in it, 
is only affirm'd, and wants to be prov'd; or elfe 
there is no more meant by ir, than expofing one’s 
Life to very great and apparent Danger ; (for, after 
all chat Mr, Headly has faid, the moft defperate Ha- 
zards of War are no otherwife) and that does not 
come up to the prefent Cafe. To the latter, That 
it’s true a Man has a Right to defend himfelf ftom 
Violence, even by taking away the Life of another. 
But what Violence is that? Only {uch as apparently en- 
dangers bis own Life. But has he a Right to kill ano- 
ther for picking a Lock, or ftealing balf a Crown? Can 
he Legally do this at al? Much lefs in cool Blood, 
and when the Fact has been Jong jince committed, 
Moft certainly he has no fuch Right as this: And yer 
we fee the Magiftrates exercife this Power; and 
therefore, if the Subjects transfer this Power to 
them, “tis plainthey give what they mever bad. But 
now according to our Scheme, this Matrer is clear and 
free from all Difficulty. God, as the Sovereign Lord 
of all his Creatures, has by Right of Creation, the 
Power of Life and Death over them; which He 
deputes to thofe whom he has Commiffion’d ro be bis 
Vice-gerents, for the Recognition of bis Authority, 
and for the Benefit of Mankind. 
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